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concerning the Trinity and Incarnation, as they ſtood originally, 
before the Improvements which came afterwards ; and to ſhew 
that they in general do by no means agree with the Athana- 


for the more impartial judging about that Matter: 


I. That by the Athanaſian Doctrines, I mean only thoſe novel 
DoCctrines and Language which Athanaſius and bis Followers intro 
duc'd and maintain d after the Council of Nice, in the latter half of 
the fourth Century; but this, as they were a long time afterward im- 
prov'd and explain'd in the 4than-ſian Creed, „ 
(̃ .) That by the Chriſt ian Doctrines, different from the At hanaſian, 
Il mean ſuch as are contain'd in thoſe noble Remain of old Cariſtianity, 
the Euſebian Creeds preſerv'd by Athanaſius ; or, which is almoſt the 
ſame thing, thoſe 1 have given an Account of in my fourth Volume 
of Primitive Chriſtianity Rewiv'd ; waich, 1 think, are e 
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-N order to diſcover the real Doctrines of the Counci! of Nice, 


ſian Scheme, I lay down the following Obſervations or Rules, 
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bave been the real Dodtrines,of the Euſebians, or thoſe that were uns 
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juſtly c⸗lled Arians in the fourth Century. 


(3.) That by the Arian Doctrines I mean only thoſe novel De- 


ctrines and Language which Arius himſelf, and his peculiar Followers, 


 Introdvcd; and which indeed were diſapprov'd of both by the ae 


hans and Athanaſians. _ 
(4.) That therefore I ſhall call the peculiar Doctrines of Athanaſius 


and his Followers, as above ſtated, the Athanaſian Dodtrines ; the 
peculiar Doctrines and Language of Artus and his Followers, the 4a. 
rian Doctrines, and the other true Doctrines the Chriſtian or Eu. 


ſebian Dodtrines; and in an agreeable Senſe ſhall I call the Patrons 
of the firſt, Athanaſians; of che ſecond, Arians ; and of the third, 


 Chriſtiars.; cr, in the then current Language, Euſebians. Not that ; 
I in the leaſt approve of any Names of particular Sects, or of all the 
Conduct of Euſebius of Nicomedia, from whom that laſt Appellation 
was deriv'd; but becauſe that moſt uncorrupt Body of the Chriſtian | 
Church which 1 ſo much approve of, bad this Name originally be- 


ſtow'd upon them; and becauſe tis a Name much more proper for 
them ttan that of Arian ;; which they by no means either defir'd or 


- deferv'd; but which was cnly made uſe of by thei Enemies as a Name : 
of Scandal and Reproach for them. > = 
(.) That in judging of the genuine Dodtrines of the Conncil of | 
Nice, and of the Chriſtian Church at that time, 1 ſhall mainly confine 
my ſelf to the authentick Acts of the Council it ſelf, and tothe Days of 


| Conſt antine and Euſebius, that is for about 12 or 15 Years before, and 
as many after that Council. Theſe. being, for certain, the moſt unex- 
ceptionable Witneſſes in this Cafe. Ouly we muſt note, that the other 


Councils held within that interval are of peculiar Authority here; 
not only becauſe of their publick Nature; but alſo becauſe not a few 
of their Biſhops muſt have been alſo Biſhops at the Council of Nice; 
and all either direct Members of that Council, or truly Contempbrary 
with thoſe that were ſo. 
(.) That in alledging TiRtithorics beygwd that interval, we are more 
to depend on ſuch as were before, than on ſuch as were after that 
Courcil ; becauſe the Members of it might ſee and follow the fore- 
going; bat could not fee or follow the ſucceeding Writers. 


(J.) That the chief regard is to be had all along to the publick 


Q eeds of each Party, and their Accounts of Chriſtian Faith, as ſepa- 
rate from the Notions of particular Men, and from the Philoſophical 
Opinions then current; that fo we may diltinguiſh the Doctrine of 
Chi iſt, atteſted to a? believ'd ever fince the Days of the Apoſtles ; from 


. the Philoſophy of ſome Chriſtians, which arofe in later Ages of the 
Church. 


The Reader is to note here by the way. that almoſt all the particular 
ancient Records here referr d to are produce d at large, either in my former 


Fourth Volume, or in the following Collection of ancient Monuments; > 
wh that Euſeb:us's own original Leiter from the Council of Nice 15 
|  preſerv'd, 
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The « Conc Nice 1 


reſery d both in Athanaſi Tus, Socrates and Tbeodorit, and inſerted in the 
following Collection, is much the moſt full and authentick Account 


of Athanaſius, and Letters of Alexander a little before that Coun. 


Primitive Faith, riicle | 


£ = Thee is 14 One, Sapreme, Living, Eternal, In- 
Fnite, Omniſcient, Omnipotent and Inviſible oa; the 
Father of our Lord Jeſus Chriſt, the Origin of all 


14 Beings, and the Creator 75 all Creatures. 
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Side of the Euſebians : : as all theiy numerous Creeds, and Accounts of 
bear witneſs ; and as Athanaſins's own Writings before the Council 


g Fe in lo clear a Caſe. by 


Primitive Faith, Artich . 
5 4 7 | 
* Worſhip'd and Ader d; or in the moſt proper Sence, 


2 e through Jeſas C riſt. 
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now extant of the Debates in that Council; and that in the Treatiſes 


cil, are of peculiar Authority here alſo, on account of their Authors, 
which muſt be unexceptionable to the very Athanafians themſelves.” 


20 T he is. One G od in Trinity, 104 Trait in U. 
> mity. The Father is God, the Son is God, and the 
> Holy boat is G oa ; and get — are not three Gods, ; 


5 The Dodrine of thi Council of Nice, and of all the Connell be⸗ ; 
"i fore, and in this interval, and of the whole Catholick Church from the 
+ Days of Chriſt, is in this grand Point plainly and evidently on the 
the Faith, and amang them the Nicene Creed it (elf, do expreſly 


of Nice do aſſure us. 80 that tis needleſs to . * Fein 


1 ths Father, and he 1 is to be primarily 


and in he higheſt Manner : : He only being the Ob. 
Jett of the ſupreme Degree of ſuch Divine M. orſoip 
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6 | The Council of Nice vindicated. 
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Atbanaſian Doctrine. : 


Tue Glory equal. So that in all Things as is 4. 
Fareſaid, the Unity in Trinity, and the Trinity in 


Unity is to be Morſbip d. 


| The Euſebian Doctrine in this Matter is no other than a plain and evi- © 


dent Conſequence of the former Article; for if there he but One Supreme ©: 


Gad. and he is alone the Father of our Lord Jcfus Chriſt, tis clear 


that the Worſhip peculiar to him muſt anſwer to that Supremacy, 


or ſapreme Divinity of the Father alſo» Accordingly there is not the 
leaſt Sign that the Council of Nice, or any of its Members then acted 
upon any other Principle, or paid their fupreme Worſhip and Ado- 
ration to any other than God the Father; whom they ever own'd 

| as the One and Only Supreme God of the Univerſe. So that till 

| there appear fome ſhadow of a Proof before or within this interval, that 
the Son and Spirit were worſhipped by the Church, with equa! Ado- 
ration, and equal Glory; which I think tis impoſſible to find: The 
cC.ontrary Ac hanaſian Doctrine and Worſhip of late eſtabliſhed muſk 
pe own'd, as well as the former, to be no ways juſtifiable by the 


uncil of Nice. 


Primitive Faith, Article III. 


Jieſas Chriſt is in 4 peculiar Sence the Son, the 
| only, the only begotten, and the moſt beloved Son of 
God, i. e. 4 Divine Perſon, in an extraordinary _ 
| and ſingular Manner. deriv'd from, and peculiarly 

wear and dear to the Supreme God the Father, 


Athanaſian Doctrine. 


Nor dividing the Subſtance. „ 
God of the Subſtance of the Father. 


Both the Euſebiant and Athanafians agreed in the Chriſtian Ar- 
' ficle before us in every thing, ſo far as the Article it ſelf goes. Only 
the Euſebians were always unwilling to meddle with the words Eſ- 
ſence and Subſtance, as to the Supreme God; and rather choſe to 
fay, what all then agreed 1n, that the Son was derived, not nece 4 - 
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Ij)ße Council of Nice vindicated. 7 
vih but voluntarily from the Father ; and that he, and he alone was 
derived from him immedtately, without the interpoſition of any other 
Being; and avoided thoſe uncertain metaphyſical Speculations about 
Eſſence and Subſtance, which all Sides allow'd to be utterly Un- 
ſcriptural, The Council of Nice indeed did here venture to ſay, 
that the Son was deriv'd from the Eſſence, or Subſtance of God, in 
their Creed; but this was done, not in order to eſtabliſh a ſtrict 


>” philoſophick Notion, but in oppofition to Arius and his Followers, | | 
> who faid he was created or made, as the ſubordinate Creatures were, 4 
out of Nothing: In Contradiction whereto the Council ventur'd to | 
27 oppoſe one Unſcriptural Notion and Expreſſion to another; and ſaid  Þ} 
he was deriv'd from God, and that not out ef Nothing, but in ſome 1 


| higher Manner; which knowing not how to expreſs otherwiſe, they 
ſaid was out of God, or out of the Subſtance of God, Now that 
the manner of the Son's derivation was ſome way different from, and 
e xalied above that of the derivation of all other Beings, was agreed 
on both Sides; and the Arian Raſhneſs, which denied this, and ſaid 1 
he was made out of Not hing, was on both Sides condemn'd ; but 
the Euſebians alone preſerv'd themſelves undefiled, and their Faith 
unpolluted with any uncertain, unſcriptural and metaphy ſical Notions z 
tho they did not properly deny the poſſibility of the ſame 3 as not 
> pretending to enter into ſuch Depths of the Divine Power, by deter- 
mining how, or after what Manner the Son of God was deriva d 
from the Father; but owning his Generation to be really unſearch= | 
Alle by Mank ind : Tisevident therefore that the Ezſebians and their 
Councils acted much more prudently and Chriſtianly than the Nicene - 
Council, and avoided at once the raſh and novel Expreſſions, both of the 
Arians and Athanaſians ; tho at the fame time it be evident, by | 
what paſſed en, that Council, that all which was aimed at by this 
Clauſe of their Creed, was far from that ſtrict Senſe of Co-eſſentialrty 
odr Conſubſtantiality, which the Athanaſians afterwards affix'd to it. 
All that the Council ventur d to condemn of this Nature in their 


 Anathema's waz, the aſſerting that our Saviour was deriy'd from ſome 
. Eſſence or Subſtance different from the Fathers ; or that his Ori- 
gin was out of Nothing, as that of the ſabordinate Creatures was al- 
' low to be. Which Aſſertions being never made by the Euſebians, 
the Council of Nice does by no means affect them by thoſe its Ana- 
| themas. Nor do I perceive the Athanuſian part of the Church en- 
- gagd to ſupport this Language on any Conſiderations ſo much as 
diut of oppoſition to the groſs Arians, and to preſerve the Honour 
> of the Council of Nice, which they look'd ogfyas the main Bulwark 
againſt that Hereſy : While one may eaſily p#cei : 
na and beſt Men of both Sides were not inſenſible of what the great 
Euſebius excellently obſerv'd in his Epiſtle, that it has been from 
unſoripeural Expreſſions that almoſt all the Confuſions and Diſorders 
¶ the Churches have ariſen. Which kind of Expreſſions therefore 
_ ought never to be impos'd by any who prefer their old 1 — 
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Y -— The Council of Nice vindicated. 
RF and the Peace and Edification of Chriftian People before the Honour 
of any Council, Party or Faction whatſoever, 5 
Primitive Faith, Article IV. 5 
Jes Chriſt is truly God and Lord: He is really, 
= by the Appointment of the Father, our God, and our 
n ..' - 


* 


Athanaſian Doctrine. 


* TL.) be Godhead of the Father, of the Son, and of 
ff rhe Holy Ghoſt is all one ——Equal to the Father 
43 touching his Godhead. „ 1 0 


Ibis Chriſtian Article is agreed to by all the three Parties, Eu. 
: 
| 


ſtebians, Athanaſians and Arians 3 as alſo that he is a God by Nature, 
and was ſuch before his Incarnation, nay before the Creation of rhe 
. World; and not only by Office, or Appointment afterwards ; as the 

{ A old Ebionites and the modern Socinians have been forc'd to affirm; 

N } Only it muſt be obſerved here, that the Athanaſians, long fince the 


Council of Nice, have pretended that this Title God is uſed of him 
m the very ſame Sence that it is uſed of the Father; and that their 
. Divinity is equal, or the ſame, but that this is without all Authority 
in this interval before us, and indeed in ſtrict Speech in all other 
| Chriſtian Antiquity : It being evident, that by God che Word, te 
Only begotten God, the begotten God, the made God, and the ſecond ! 
God; which are the almoſt only Epithets added by the Ancients, = 
and that by way of diſtinction alſo, when they ſpeak of the Sonz 7 
they did not at all mean any equality as to the Divinity, with the 
© Supreme God, the Eternal God, the Immortal God, the Omni potent 
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2 | God, the Inviſible God, the Great God, the God of the Umverſe, the 
oF: Primary God, the One God, the Only God, the True God, the High- 
[. , and the God of Chriſt bimſelf; which are the uſual Epithets of 

| Sc the Father; and that they called our Saviour God, or a God, by 
Way of Diſtinction and Superiority only, as to the lower Creatures, 
i, © and in oppoſition te that Ebionite or Socinian Notion, that he was 
bdut a meer Man, asV very evident in Antiquity. And what is here 
ust a little remarkable is this, that the modern Arbanaſian reaſon- 
| ing is grounded rather upon the change of Language, than upon any 


| W original Authority: For while in the Days of Chriſt and his Apoſtles 
jt the Word God was uſed of Beings vaſtly differently, I mean both of 
the ſupreme and ſubordinate Heathen Deities; and fo it was Ren 
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7 | : The Council of Nice vindicated. 
- | eaſily apply'd to the ſupreme and ſubordinate Perſons of the Father 


and the Son; the Athanaſians have long uſed that Word in only the 
biggheit Senſe, and have thereupon very weakly ſuppor'd, that it muſt 


Senſe alſo, without any ſufficient Authority for ſo doing; nay, con- 
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One Almighty God of the Univerſe, in Agree- 


ſelf alſo, 


Primitive Faith, Article V. 
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Aithanaſtan Doctrine. 


is the Holy Ghoſt. 
Son Almighty, and the Holy Ghoſt Almighty. 

1 ed by all the three Parties, the Euſebians y Athanafians and Artanse 
Only the Ar banaſians, ſome time after the Council of Nice, ven- 


were abſolutely infinite, or equal to the ſame Perfectiom in the Fa- 


originally, when apply d to the, Son, bave been taken in that higheſt | 


sry to the plaineſt evidence in all the primitive Records of our | 


ment with all Antiquity. Sq, that the preſent Athanaſian Doctrine 
muſt be rejected not only by the Scriptures, and all other Chrittian 
Antiquity, but by the Sentiments of the Council of Nice it 


= Yeſus Chriſt is the Holy One of God; a Being or 
7 Perſon of ſuper-eminent and divine Perfections, Nuo. 
ledge, Power and Authority; and jo far ſuperior to 
A4 all ſubordinate Creatures, i. e. to all the Thrones, Do- 
= minions, Principalities, Powers, Cherubim, 4 wes 


Archangels, Angels aud Men, which are made ſubject 


Such as the Father is, ſuch is the Son, and ſuch 
Ihe Father is Almighty, the 
As to this Propoſition or Article of the Chriſtian Faith, it is own» 


a tur'd to ſay that theſe and all the other divine Perfections of the Son 


ther; contrary to our Saviour's own expreſs Words, that none was 
| woo net ig . ſupremely 


7 A 
n mew N * 
0 n 
—_ EEG tar 
7 r „ 
= & 


= ILY 


—— — —— 4 * 
= : , * yuun b * 


E 


—— T ²˙ A ˙ ˙ ˙ 0 EE OE NS 
— — — — N N — — 
1 < ” : * 


n ne 
% 


e 


* 


10 7 be C orncil 1 of N. ice wiedicated.. 


K and abſolutel 3 * Good but One, that is God; 13 bi: 
Father was greater than he; + and that he did not, before his 
Death, 3 the Day and hour of the future Fudgment, but that bis 
Fat ber only. knew it; and contrary to all the Interpretations of thoſe 7% 
Texts by the ancient "Chriſtians, till many Years after the Council of 
| Nick All which, as far as 1 could ever obſerve, own'd theſe Paſſages 7, 
o be true of bis divine Nature, without any recourſe to that late 
Ae banaſlan evaſion. as if theſe and the like Things belonged only to 
his Manhood, or rational Soul; which has been fo long made uſe of | 
to pet clear of (ih 1 evident Teſtimonies. I call this a later Arhana- 1 
Jian evaſion, only, becaufeyitun yer appear d till the latter Days of 
Athanaſius, as we ſhall ſee preſefſtiy : that we haye great Reaſon to ⁵ 
complain under this Article. that the At hanaſi anreeridently ntradict 3 
not only the ſacred Scriptures, and all earlier RY; bat the 
Sentiments of the Council M. Nice * e 


e Faith, Artic VI. 


| Saf c briſt is the 0 Oe 22 the ſyrſt 2 1 
gotten of all Creatures, the beginning of the Crea- 
tion, of God, 1. e. 4 B Being or Perſon created 
or begotten by the Father before all Ages, or before 35 
all ame, C e, 82 ible and We ble. 
2 

Athanaſi ian Dodtrine. : £10. oh 

3 The: Majeſty Co- crernal The: Son Uncreate === — 
The Son Eternal :- — * Sen is neither Made, nor 1 
Created, but e ; 3 
are + Co-eternal together, 


In | this Article he Shana ans - han to me to . gent ts | bY 
ken the ancient Fa th, and the Meaning of the Council of Nice. The 
Words ot the Council are but theſe, Begotten not made. 1 
uch as ſay there was @ Duration when the Son was not; and that 8; 

be was nit 2 dats be tas begotten ; and that he was made out of i 
| Ne ? Thofje the Carbon and Ns a Church et * 


Mar. XII. 32. 1 
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* The Council of Nice vindicated. 11 
Anatbematixe. Now theſe Words, taken as explain d by the Em- 
peror Conſtantine himſelf at that Council, in Euſebiuss Letter; by 
all the other Creeds and Paſſages at or near the time of that Council; 
and by the Philoſophy that was then current, imply thus much; that 7 

* Z#tho' they had no traditionary Doctrine of any Being properly Co- 
eternal with the Father, yet had they no traditionary Doctrine nei- 


of Exiſtence at all before he was begotten. That they alſo did own 
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er Athanaſians have drawn from it, and determin'd about it, as if 
the Son were really Uncreated, or a diſt inct Perſon or Being, pro- 
perly Co- eternal with the Father, and this by a true eternal Gen- 


63 


ters of this or former Ages ever pretend to have heard of ſuch an 
article of Chriſtian Faith, either as contain d in Scripture, or deli- 

ver'd down to them by Tradition, that there was any Being but the 
ſupreme God properly Eternal; which Scripture or Tradition yet 
muſt have been neceſſary to the Eſtabliſhment of fe very ſtrange and 


vl 


* 


very important a Doctrine as this, of more than one eternal Be- 
(EW 


pf Nice, as well as before and after, agree, on the contrary, that our 
Saviour was a deriv'd or begotten Being; which in the obvious and 
» {Fatural Sence is directly contrary to this proper eternity. (3.) They 
ho all equally agree that be was not derived from the Father by 
beceſſity of Nature, but begotten by bis 14, his Power, and his 
Poodneſs, which 13 till more directly oppoſite to this proper eter- 
—Mity. (4) They do almoſt all agree that our Saviour was Created, 
a well as Begorten by the Father; and that therefore he may be 


Which Words are ſtill more expreſs againſt this proper eternity. Tis 
rue, in the Athanaſian Copy of the Anathema's of the Council of 
Nice we are told that this Council condemn'd thoſe that ſaid Chriſt 
f Was Created: Bat ſince the inſertion of that Clauſe has been fully 
demonſtrated to be no better than a * Forgery of Athanaſius, and 
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ee Athanaſius convicted of — res bereafter. 


ther that ſaid that Chriſt was made out of Nothing, or had no ſort | 


that Chriſt was ill ſaid to be ever with his Father, even in the very 


Fat ion, I prove by the Arguments following; (t.) None of the Wri- | 


ing. (2.) All the ancient Creeds and Writings, even of the Council 
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he ſtyles uncatechiʒ d Heretichs, own'd the Father's Exiftence prior to 
that of the Son, and this juſt before the Council of Nice; of which 
Eaſtern Biſhops that Council muſt have in great part conſiſted after- 
ward. (8.) The Presbyters and Deacons of Alexandria, in their fa- 
mous Letter to Alexander their Biſhop, to that very Alexander woo 
condemn'd Arius, and was a principal Biſhop of the Counc l of Nic 
ſoon afterward, do expreſly atteſt, not only that the Chriſtian Do- 
ctrine did not admit of the Son's Co- eternity with God, but that 
EI the Father was before the Son, according to this Alexanders own BE 
jj © Doctrine, which they had themſelves learned from him in the courſe 
WE . of hit publick preaching among them. 9.) The aſſerting our Sa 
viour to be ſtrictly eternal as well as unbegotten, + was a known 
part of the infamous Hereſy of Marcellus, own'd for ſuch in this 
very Age; and fo that can by no means claim to have been the Doctrine 
of the Church fo early. (10.) That erernal Generation of our Sa- 
viour which is abſolutely neceſſary to the Hypotheſis of his proper 
Co- eternity, 13 undoubtedly overihrown by the expreſs Doctrine of 
this Council; which ever ſuppoſes that Generation to be a little be- 
' fore the Creation of the World, and not ſooner ; as the very Word 
mis Creed and Anathema's directly imply. (11.) That Language 


fil | of the Ancients that the Word was ever with God, and Co exiſted "in 
| Il = always with him, did not originally imply more than that he was ſo 
11 as early as, or before Time it felf, or the Creation of the World. 
P which no way inferrs the eternity. This appears by other Paſſages of 
n thoſe that ſay ſo; eſpecially by their owning that the Father was bs» 7 
WF Fore him however, tho' nothing elſe was fo 3 || which is intirely con- 


trary to this abſolute eternity. So that upon the whole, we have great 
_ reaſon to conclude, that the later Athanaſian Notions of eternal Genera- 
tion and proper Co-ecernity of the Son, are not only not ſupported, 


—— © — — 


F cee my firſt Vol. p. 91. See my fourth Vol. Art. VI. and Obſerva- -- 
= tions on Dr. Clark, p. 10, &ce | | 5 
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4 Euſebius's Letter, and from the occaſion of thoſe, Words, that $ 
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but ulterly | deftroy'd by the Determinations of the Council of Nice. 
For it 15 here to be farther noted, that tho this Council ventur'd to 


ſay, that our Saviour was Begotten, but not Ma de; it did not there- of 


by at all intend to eſtabliſh his real eternity; for we know frog 


were only inſerted to diſtinguiſh the origin of Chriſt from that pf Thoſe 
Creatures that were deriy'd from Do; and which were all made 
by him, under the Father, as St. John aſſures us; * Al Things were 


made by him; and without him was not any Thing Made. And it 


muſt be confeſs'd that this Council bet apps 
did the moſt certainly diſtinguiſh 


IT liked 
2 abuſe ; and were more ſaſpicious of the words Create, Created and 


; 


* 
> 


e wor 


1 ence it was plain that they beſt 
gat, 3 and Generation, as leaſt liable to 


Treature; but did moſt of all diſapprove of the word Made, this 
_ 22 laſt ſeeming the moſt. directly capable of, that Heretical or Arian 
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100 Interpretation, Made out of Nothing, as were the other Creatures, 


which they abhorr'd and condemn'd, tho* without the belief of the 
Co- eternity. However, it muſt, after all, be confeſs'd, that if not 


ters had originally uſed even the very word Made, in the preſent 


N. B. The Euſebians and Eunomians, if not the more' cautious 


— Arians themſelves alſo, did expreſs all fo as might bave fatisfied 

the Church, and ought to have prevented any raſh and unwarrantable in- 
ſertion and uſe of a diſputed Clauſe in a Creed: I mean when they ſaid, 
_ Chriſt was indeed a Creature, but not as one of the other Creatures: 


| He was a Being Made, but not as one of the other Beings that 
were Made. Which Language ſeems to me very exact, and very 


Eunomians who maintain d them. 


Chriſtian Faith, Article VII. 


at firſt created, made, order d or diſpos d, and ſtill go- 
verns all the ſubordinate Creatures, viſible and in- 


* John 1. Zo T See Obſervat: en Dr, Clark, P. 10, &c. . 


13 


pv'$ef thoſe Terms which 
in of the Son from the 


the Scripture it ſelf, yet at f leaſt ſome of the moſt primitive Wri- 


Chriſtian, and the Notions fo well grounded, that almoſt all the to- 
lerable Reaſonings of Athanaſins himſelf againſt the Arians prove 
no more; and fo are of no validity againſt either the Euſebians or 


Jol the Father by his Word, by his Son, or by 
7 2 Chrift, as his Miniſter, or ative Inſtrument, : 


This 
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14 Type Council of Nice vindicated. 
. | Tb * "the main univerſally, agreed by all, Babes Abe 
—_ nofland nd. Arians'; ſo there can bs little Diſpute upon this Head : 
| Only it may be noted, that the Ae hanaſians knew not how to bear 
=, that Chrift ſhould be called an Inſtrument ; or that a created Be- 
, ould it ſelf be ſuppos d able to Create; otherwiſe they all 
750 J that the Father made all Things by him; as the very Nicene, 
and othef® Ancient Creeds do: unanimouſly agree; while at the ſame 
time they Ad all likewiſe own, that the Father was the ſole origi- 
nal Creator of N wg that from ine, a8 from the firſt uſe, was 


"ww the Dine whether our Saver 0 as 
ready mention'd here, and fully 1 49 d Telend uy think? Fra 
be allow'd that none of the ſubordinate Beings can Create, becaufe 
they were only made under the Father by the Son, and becauſe God nei- 
ther pave them any ſuch Power at their own Creation, nor intruſted 
any ſuch Power with them ſince. But then that the only begotten 
Son of God, begotten by himfelf alone, could not have that Power 
either given him at his own Creation, or intruſted with him after- 
_ wards, tis highly preſumptuous to aſſert ; ſince neither the Nature of © 
Creation it ſelf, nor the Manner of the Exerciſe of the Father's Power 
by the Son therein. are diſcover'd to us, or diſcoverable by us; 
while yet the poſſibility of ſuch a. derivative Creation cannot be 
ditputed, unleſs we take away the Power of Creation from the Fa- 
tber alſo; it being certain, that all the Power of the Son, by which 
be made and governs the World, under the Father, is at the laſt no 
other than the Power of the Father bimſelf, communicated to him, 
and exercir'd by him; tho' the modus of ſuch Communication and 
# Exerciſe does no way at preſent come within our as a 


 Chrition Faith, article VIII. ; 
| FJeſus Chrift the Word, and Son of God, is ; 6 dee 


vine Being or Perſon far Inferior to his. Father, i in 
N 5 Attributes and een, 


1 


e Dolrrine. V 
Wo dividing the Subſtance + be Godhead of 
the Farber, 4 the ths” 4 f the 165 yy is alt 


——_ 


; S See 12 Collection of he ancient ee at ho end 2f my forth 
as A Obſervations on Dr, Clark, p. 10, Ye, : 


one 


— * 7 

5 SER o p 4 

— * * # p - * ; band 
| J Tt, 


Ihe Council of Nice vindicated, 15 


3} one: —— In this Trinity none is greater or teſs 


than another :——The whole three Perſons are Co- 
= equal; ——Goq of the Subſtance of the Father. 


This Doctrine has been before treated of under the fifth Article, 
32s to the inferiority of the divine Attributes and Perfectiom aſcri- - 
bed to our Saviour; all that remains then to be difcauymled of here 
ij, that inferiority of Chriſt's Nature; which tis ſuppoſed the Coun- 
cil of Nice did directly contradict, when they aſſerted that our Sz- 
viour was Co- eſſenti al or Conſubſt antial; of the very ſame Eſſence - 


or Fulbſtanbe with the Fa ow under this Head I make the | 
following Oblewitions : (1.) That as I have obferv'd under this Article | 
in my fourth Volume, By Nature I only mean in general the Foun- _ 
dation of the Properties, whatever it be: Juſt as we commonly own | 
the Nature of an Angel to be ſuperior to that of a Man; and the | 
Nature of a Man ſuperiour to that of a Brute; without pretending. , 
to know the abſolute Eſſence or Subſtance of any of them; but on | 
account of their ſuperior Attributes, Powers and Perfections only. = 
(2.) That by the /ameneſs of the Eſſence or Subſtance of the Son, 
when compar'd with the Eſſence or Subſtance of the Father, the j 
Council certainly did not mean a numerical identity or famenefs, as | 
if the Subſtance of the Son and of the Father were the very ſame in- ] 
= atvidual Eſſence or Subſtance, as the later Athanaſians have com- 4 
> monly miltaken it; fince the word d e, Conſubſtantial, cannot $ 
ſo ſignifie; nor is there any original Evidence for ſuch an Acceptation 
in thoſe Days, nor indeed for a confiderable time afterward. (3.) That | 
the Council did not mean a ſtrict /pecifical fameneſs, or intire like- i 
*” neſs of the Eſſence or Subſtance of the Son to that of the Father; 4 | 
> asthe Soul of one Man is of the ſame ſort, or exactly like the Soul of 7 
another; or as one piece of Box is of the fame or like Eſſence or Sub- bi 
ſtance with that whole Box- tree out of which it was cut. Such groſs 4 
and corporeal Notions Euſebius in his Letter aſſures us were expreſly re- ; 
jected by the Council, when they were propoſed ; and io they ought 
nat to be imputed to it. (4) That the ſenſe of the Courcil in uſing 
this ambignous Word was not diſtinct and determinate 3 but they ſeem 
to have meant thus much and no more, that he who was not made 
out of Nothing, as were the ordinary Creatures, but was ſome way de- 
rid from God himſelf, from the Eſſencę or Subſtance of the Father, 
= might better be ſaid to be of the ſame, or of a {ke Eſſence or Subſtance 
2 with him, than of the ſame or of a lige Eſſence or Subjtance with thoſe b 
Creatures. This ſeems to me very nearly the Conception they had 
of this Matter: which tho' it imply, as before, the venturing upon an 
unſcriptural Notion, and an unſcriptural Word, as did thoſe Arians 
they condemn'd for it; yet does it by no mean: juſtifie the Ae banaſian 
Doctrine, which was afterward raifed therefrom, as to either the ſtrict 
numerical ſameneſs or ſtrict ſpecrfical ſameneſs of Subſiance in the 
_ Er. — e TE Son 
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Son with the Father 3 of which the latter Ages have been fo full. 
[) That ſtill the Approbation and Uſe of the word Conſubſtantial 
Was not then always inſiſted on, by even * At hanaſius himſelf; but it 
- Was owned ſufficient if Men would condemn that groſs Arianiſm againſt 
Veh the word was directly and properly levell'd : So that theEuſeb:ans, 
19 Who ede diſapproved of that Arianiſm, and ſometimes expreſly con- 
Wl demned it as all their Creeds and Hiſtory fully demonſtrate; ought 
1 not to hay@hgen condemned or cenſured by the Athanaſians on that 
Account; eſpecially, when that Word feems rather to have been made 19 5 8 
1 uſe of as a f Shibbojeth öf A Party, than as an authentick Expoſition of if 
a Doctrine of Chriſtianity. Note, (6, That the Council of Nice, and 
even the Athanaſians never pretended "at this DoRrige,”orthip/Lan- 
guage was derived down to them from Chriſt or b1s Apoſtles, as a part 
of the Chriſtian Faith; but only alledg'd, that ſeveral Fathers, elder _ 
than themſelves, had made uſe of the Word; tho' even this, ſo far as a- 
| pears, or the Athanaſians inform us, + not till about the middle of tze 
third Century of the Church. Note, (7.) that the ſame Athanaſtans 
erer owned that when the Conſubſt antiality was firſt propoſed to the + 
Church in the third Century, it was directly and expreſly rejected, even 
at the famous } Council of Antiech ; and that it was therein expreſly © 
declared, That Chriſt was not Conſuhſtantial to the Father: So that I 
every Body that profeſſes that the Son is Conſubſtantial to the Father, 
runs a greater hazzard of Hereſy by oppoſing the ancienter Council of 
_ Antioch, than he does by rejecting it, with regard to this later Council 
of Nice. Nay, (8.) Since the uſe of this Word was ſo immediate- 
ly, ſo highly diſapproved by, and offenſive to the Body of Chriſtian 
People, eſpecially in the Eaſtern and moſt uncorrupt parts of the 
Church, that all the following Councils in this interval did there omit or 
. reject it, as particularly did the two other more numerous Councils 
of Feruſalem and} Ariminum; 'Tis plain that the uſe of it is now 
utterly unjuſtifiable, and that it ought immediately to be laid aſide b7 
all Chriſtians. But then I obſerve, (9.) That as ta the Nature f 
our Saviour, as underſtood in this Article, and taken in a plain Senſe, _ 
without meddling with bis Eſſence or Subſtance, there is no certain 
| Evidence that the Council of Nice own'd it to be equal to that of tale 
Father, but the contrary for as their very Creed fully and plainly con- 
feſſes the ſuper eminence of the Father, and the Son's real derivarion 
from him; and as Athanaſius before the Council of Nice owned the 
Father to be | beyond every begotten Nature, and * all begotten or | 5 
made Subſt auce, nay quite beyond all Subſtance whatſoever; to _ 
does Alexander himſelf, expreſly f reckon thoſe among the un5kilful = 
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De Hnod. 5. 41. p. 75, 756. f See my fourth Vol. Art. VIII. 
p. 192. f See my fourth Vol. Art. VIII p. 188, Kc. || See Collectioan 
of Monuments, infra. Contr. Gent. & 40. * De Incarn. 5. 2. and 
S. 40, See my fourth Vol. Art. VIII p. 194. e 5 
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2 t- who do not own a mighty diſtance between the unbegotten Father; 
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+ afterwards, ſeems to me to be the very Truth in this Caſe; and to. 
bare been moſt probably the Opinion of the Church at the time of 
the Council of Nice alſo» So that upon the whole I muſt own, that 
I think the modern Athanaſians are not here ſupported by the an- 
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the Father, in the ancient Ages; and again more 
apparently at his Incarnation; as his Servant, his 
Vicegerent, and Miniſter into the World. 
X. He mas alſo ever intirely ſubordinate and obedient 


in all Things. 


God, 4nd Father; and ſtill. intercedes to him 


Earth, 
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and thoſe Creatures which were made our of Not hing; and directly 
** * affirrns, that the Son was a middle Nature between them. This 
Philoſophy of his, which is the very ſame with that of Eunomius 


cient Councils, no not by that of Nice; but have impos'd on them- 


« Accordingly Jeſus Chriſt, the Word ind Son of 
| God was very frequently ſent by the Supreme God, 


t his Father, and miniſtred to his good Pleaſure 


KI. He alſo aid frequently Pray to, and Praiſe, 4rd 
* Truſt in the Supreme God, as his Lord, bis 


in Heaven for his Church and People hire on 


* his Divine Nature, in the moſt ancient Times pro- 
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18 The Council of Nice vindicated. ? 
XIV. Jes Chriſt, the Word, and Son of God, deſcend- 

ed properly again from Heaven in his Divine 
Nature, and became Man; being by the 
Power of the Holy Ghoſt conceived in and 
born of the Bleſſed Virgin Mary; and increa- _ 
ſing afterward in Wiſdom and Stature like 
JJ TEES 1 


Theſe fix Articles were intirely agreed to by all, Euſebiavs, Atha - 
naſians and Arians; only that Subor dination of the Son to the Fa- 
ther, with its Conſequences; which all the Ancients, till after the Coun- 

cih of Nice, aſeribed unanimouſly to his divine Nature, or inhabiting 
Word, began in ſome Years time to be imputed to a human, rationa! 
Soul, which was then ſuppoſed a part of bim; and which the later 
Athanaſians have fo conſtantly inſiſted on ſince; tho' without any /ʒ 
fufficient Authority for fo doing: as will appear in the following Lem- _ 


ma, and the fuceet ding Propoſition. 


LEMMA 


The ancient Diviſion of a Man in the firſt and ſe- 1 
cond Centuries of Chriſtianity, was into three Parts,; 
 1he Spirit, or Rational and Divine Part ; 
the Soul, or Senſitide part; and the Body, or 5 
 Fleſhly part; the are, Or vis, the dq uu, and the b. 
ofiuny Or oigt ; thongh the ancient Authors do fre- ſu 
quently iuclude all the Parts under that general 5i 
Liviſion into Soul and Body allo, all 


Note, That this Notion ſeems to have paſſed through the third and 
begitming of the fourth Centnries, juſt as it came from the two fore- „ 
going : And no wonder, ſince it ſtood upon fuch certain and ſacred 
original Authority, as I have ſhew'd in my fourth Volume under 
this Head. Only there war no Occaſion given at the Council of Nice 
for the particular Declaration of their Opinions therein. I ſhall there- 
fore paſs on to the ſucceedin g Propoſition, where alone we are 4, 


conerru d with this Notion in the preſent Controrerſie. 


* 11 


Primitive Faith, A elle Xv. 


I Chriſt. the - Word and Fon of God, 1. 1% 
Divine Nature aſſum d a Human Body, or Hu 


mane Fleſh, with its Properties and ' Paſſions ; or, 
in the ancient Style, a u br oft, with its Is x), 


 K and ſo became a Divine Soul in a Humane Body; 
4 God Incarnate; or, in Scripture Language, 
hs Word made Fleſh, and dwelling among 


: Mankind. 
4 chandfi 13 Doctrine. 


* F TOES. as tbr ade, nn. 


bee Got, and perfect "Man; f 4 reaſonable Real, 185 
and humane Fleſh ſubfh, eing. Equal to the Father : 
4s touching his Godhead ;, inferior to Father as 


touching his Manhood. — As the reaſonable 


. - one C hriſt. 


i ; to | 
r That the Chriſlian Doctrine firſt bet FED was the 1 belief 


® 4 ſum'd at the Incarnftion, was introduc'd afterward, we have great 


/ 1 Reaſon to conclude. All the D bates and L. anguage about our Sa- 


viour at that time; all the Phraſes of the Nicene and other Creeds ; 
{all the occational Paſſages then occurring; in particular this Councils 
Condemnation of the Arians, for affirming, that our Saviour was 
48 not abſolutely immutable or impeccable in his Nature; which in 
Cale of the Suppoſition of a hu nane Soul they could not have uni- 
4% verſally condemned; do at firit fight ſuppoſe this Doctrine. The 
Annan and Euſebians agreed to it; and their Adverſaries for fome 


. time made no Oppoſition : Nay, long afterward, that part of the 
. hanaſians which followed the moſt learned Man . that Age. 
Apollinaris, acher'd ſtedfatily to it; even when the neceſſity 5 
"I Athbanaſius own Scheme and Reaſoringt, had forc d him to deſert 
it, and to introduce a rational Soul, in order ta ſolve ſuch Objections _ 
and Difficulties as could not be clear'd without it. But what puts 
= * Matter almoſt pat doubt, is this ; that the two moſt famous Men 
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- 7} Soul and a is one Man, Jo Goa and Man is 


of the Church at the Council of Nice; and that the Hypotheſis of a 
e 3 humane, rational Soul, belides the A% , in his Compoſition, as af- 
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1 The Council of Nice vindicated. 


in the Church, *Euſebius of Cæſarea, and Athanaſius bimlelf, the former 
aſter, and the latter before the Council of Nice, do both agree in their 
intire Reaſonings about the Incarnation, and do both appear never then 
to baye fo much 2s heard'of this Notion among Chriftians. For the _ 
truth of which | appeal to their own Writings till extant ; and par- 
ticularly to that large and noble Treatiſe of Athanafius concern: 
ing the Incarnation of the Word, which is in the following Colleti- © 
on ; the Reaſoning of which Treatiſe moſt certainly concludes that 
Athanaſius thought that the humane Soul in our Saviour, if he 
| had the leaſt Notion of ſuch a Thing, was intirely inactive and quieſcent, 
or ſwallowed up in the Word, az Origin of old ſeenu to have thought; 
but moſt probably does rather imply, that he never had once herd 
of any ſuch Notion of à humane Soul in our Saviour at all. So _ 
(bat I may here moſt juſtly condemn the modern Athanaſians un 
ger this Article, by the Authority of the Nicene Council; and of al! 


1 


ide other Councils of the Church for ſeveral Years afterward ; nay, by 5 


he original Authority of their great Leader Ar hanaſius himſelf. Fee 


Primitive Faith, Article XVI. © 


was incarnate, was liable to Temptations in his 1 
Divine Nature, and therein ſuffered for us; as 
the rational Soul is tempted, and ſuffers in other 


BOSSES, 


Dep, by its partaking of the Temptations and Suf- | 
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 ferings of the Body, 


Votre, The oppoſite Athanafian Doctrine is "not exprefly in their 
OT OE EIT ̃ PR fi a V 
This Article is a natural and neceſſary Conſequence of that fore- 
going; it directly reſults from it, and muſt have heen owned by | 

all that owned the other. Accordingly we find that the Nicene and 

all the other ancient Creeds, aſcribe the Sufferings to the very ſame 
Being or Perſon, who was the only begotten Son of God, begotten + 
Q the Father before all Worlds, God * God, Sc. without the leaſt 
Sign of their belonging to any humane or rational Soul in him. Not 
do the diftinct Accounts of Euſebius and. Athanaſius himſelf imply = 

any more than that this Divine Word, which affifted the Body in 


* 
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. ® irs Sufferings, was not properly hurt, or did not receive any real 


Detriment by them, on Account of the Divinity and Spirituality of 
his Nature; as muſt certainly be the Caſe here. So that the modern 


Athanaſians have in this Matter alſo quite alter d the Chriſtian Do- 
ctrines of the Incarnation and Sufferings of our bleſſed Saviour; and 
inſtead of adoring that wonderful Condeſcenſion, and amazing Love, 
which the Son of God himſelf ſhewed in taking a frail mortal Body, 


and therein Suffering in our ſtead, have only invented ſome ill-grounded 


ſcholaſtick Notions about an Myoſt ac ical Union of Natures, and 


Communication of Propert ies, without all foundation in true Antiqui- 
ky, or even in the Council of Nice it elf. „ 


Primitive Faith, Articles XVII. XVII. 


XVII Jeſus Chriſt, the Word, and Son of God, 
will, at the Conſummation of all Things, reſign 
up that Kingdom which the Supreme God inſta- 


ted him in after his Reſurrection into his Father's 


Hands; and will from thenceforward, with all other 


for euer. 


- XVIII. The Super-eminent and Divine Honour and 
= Worſhip due to the Son of God, is to be paid, not 
only by obeying him, as our Lord; by baptizing 
into his Name; by wiſhing Grace and Peace from 
him; and by Doxologies ; but by proper Adoration ; 
by direct and diſtinit Invocation and Thanksgiv- 


* 


ing to him alſo. 


Theſe Articles are in the main agreed upon by the Euſebians, Arians 
and At hanaſians; tho the laſt of them were in a little time ſo very ſenr 
ſtihle of the ſtrength of the XVIIth Article againſt them, that by Degrees 
they came to ſuppoſe that the Reſignation of the Kingdom, and Sub- 
fection there noted, did not belong to Chriſt's Divine Nature, but to his 
Humane Soul; and that by the God who was after ward to be all in 


5 
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dependent Beings, be intirely ſubject ro his Father 


* See ey fourth Vol, Art, XVI. 5. 316, 317, f 1 Cor, XV. 
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al, was there meant not the Father, but the intire Trinity, Father, 


Son and Holy Ghoſt : Than which, things more abſurd, or more re- 
mote from common Senſe, or ancient Chriſtianity, could hardly be 


fſaid by any. But all theſe Evaſions being deviſed many Years after 
the Council of Nice, and not the leaſt Footſteps of them appear- 

mg ſo ſoon, ny do not deſerve our farther . in * 
Fee. | = 


* 


Primitive Fab, Articl XIX. 


T be Hay Spirit of God is a Divine Perſon, made, 


under: the ſupreme God, by our Saviour; or, in a 
due Senſe, proceeding from the Father and the 


Son; of - different Perfections and Offizes from the 
Som of God; Juperior in Nature and Attributes 
t all ſubordinate Creatures; but inferior and ſab- © 
ordinate to the Father and the Son, in the Crea- 
tion and Government of them; the Jaſpirer of || 
the Prophets and Apoſtles ; the N orker of Mi- 


racles; the Comforter of the C hurch ; the great 


Author of Sandtification to all good fen ; and | 


the ues V wy 60 our ee. Saviour, 


* 


e an Dottrine. 


The Godhead of the Father, of the Son, and 7 TY, 
Hol Ghoſt, is all one; the Glory equal ; the 
: Majeſty Co- eternal. Such as the Father is, fuch 
is the Son, and ſuch is the Holy Ghoſt———The 


Holy Ghoſt Unecreate :- 


Te ble :—— 
Eternal: - Almig hty — 0d 


Lord : 


The Holy Ghoſt is neither made, nor PL” nor 
None is greater 
or leſs than another — ce eternal and Cor 


biegotten, but proceeding := 


—— — UU— — 
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The Chriſtian Faith here ſet down, was ſo certainly owned by the 


whole Catholick Church before, at, and for ſome time after the Coun- 
cil of Nice, without the leaſt Proof on the Athanaſian Side, that all 


this their Doctrine ſeems on purpoſe levell'd againſt that of Chriſt 


| and his Apoſtles ; as if the Authors of it had a mind to try how far, 
and upon what weak Grounds they were able to abuſe and oppoſe Chriſti- 


anity in this Matter. The preſent Nicene Creed, as it ſtands in our Liturgy, 


has indeed ſeveral Expreſſions about the Holy Spirit, looking a little 
toward ſome ſuch Doctrines ar the Athanaſians give us But then, 


2s thoſe Exprefiions are very far ſhort of that Doctrine, fo the 


Learned know very well, that none of thoſe Expreſſions belong 
to the original Nicene Creed, but were all added at the Council of 


Conſtantinople, fifty fix Years afterwards, and ſo no ways declare 
the Opinions of the Council of Nice. I ſhall alledge no Teſtimonies 


© here ; becauſe there is not the leaſt Sign of any Difference as to 
the Holy Spirit between the Euſebians, Athanaſians and Arians at 
that time; nor any Footſteps of the modern Orthodoxy about him 


till many Years after; when Athanaſius and his Followers had fo 
long talked of the Trinity, as of One Subſtance and One Divinity ; 


that they were forced diſtinctly to own much the fame Things as | 


to the Holy Spirit, which had been advanc'd concerning the Son 
before ; tho' it was without the leaſt direct ſupport from the Scrip- 
ture, or Antiquity, or even from the Council of Nice it ſelf ; and 


tho it was a long time cer many of the Athanaſians themſelves 


could acquieſce in and practiſe upon it. So that here all the an- 


cient Creeds and Councils, thoſe of Nice in particular, with all An- 
tiquity beſides, conſpire with the Scripture to convict the Atbana- 
ſian Doctrine before us of plain and groſs Antichriſtianifm and 


Hereſy. 


Primitive Faith, Article XX. 


The Holy Spirit 7s never, either in Scripture, or 


the moſt primitive Antiquity, called directly God, 


our Judge; nor was he then properly Invocated 


by any Chriſtian, 


| Note, The Athanaſian Doctrine oppoſite to this Article is inclu« 
ded under the foregoing Article. e 


Theſe Chriſtian Aſſertions are plain Matters of Fact; and fince 
they are not directly denied to be true by the moſt Learned Acha- _ 
naſiaus themſelves, nor any the leaſt proper evidence produc'd = 
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their being otherwiſe at the Council of Nice; the Moderns are Fere 
driven into the greateſt Straits poſſible, and are abſolutely fore d to 


aſſert the Divinity of, and pay Invocation to the Holy Ghoſt, on 


the foot of ſome poor remote humane Reaſonings, without the leaſt 


direct, ſacred or original Authority for ſo doing; nay, rather, a- 
gainſt the known Doctrine, and Languape, and Practice of all An - 


tiquity, even at, and after the Council of Nice it ſelf. 


Primitive Faith, Article xxI. 


The Super. eminent Dionity i of the Holy Ghoſt is to 
be omn d, and a proper degree of Worſhip paid him, 


vot only by hearkening to his holy Motions, but by 


the Form of Baptiſm, by the Form of Benediction, 1 


0 


"= 


and in Doxologies alſo. + 


Note, That this Article is agreed to by all, Euſe bians, At hanaſi - 


ans and Arians ; and ſo will not bear a Diſpute here: Ouly the 
 micdern Forms of Doxology with or and, inſtead of in or by, the 
Holy Spirit, are to be noted as evident Corruptions, and without all 
juſt pretence of Support from the Council of Nice, or even from. 
Athanaſius himſelf, till long after that Council. For tho the Epiſtle. 
of this Council to the Alexandrians concludes with ſomewhat like 
a Doxology, which in * Socrates's Copy is with the Holy Ghoſt 3 
het are we aſſurd by the other more duthentick Copy thereof in 
I Theodorit, that it was not fo in the Original, but directly in ebe 
Holy Ghoſt, according to the known Euſebian or Chriſtian Form of 
| thoſe Days. And At bana ſius himſelf hath no other than the ſame 
Form, in the Holy Ghoſt, in his own + Book of the Incarnation, writ- 


ten before that Council: Tho' he and Baſi! ventur'd to uſe both 


_ promiſcuouſly ſometime afterward : while it was ſtill own'd, thit 
the Particle in alone was the certainly ancient, undonbted and un- 
exceptionable Form of the Church till that Age. So that here we 
bave a plain Interpolation or Corruption of the original Chriſtian 


Doxology to charge upon the Athanaſians; and that contrary to 


the genuine Form before, at, and for many Years after the Council 
of Nice alſo; and ſo without all Pretence of ſufficient Authority 
for ſo doing. | e e 1 . „ 
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Primitive Faith, Articles XXII, X III. 
XXII. God the Father, the Word, or Son of God; 


? and the Holy Spirit, are Beings, or Perſons really = 


and numerically lind, from each other. 


dent Beings; but the Son and Spirit are intimately 


EE nate fe Dprration for the Government of the W ori. 


Athanafi Jan Dittrine. | 


 Sabſtance :- 


. * Ghoſt : Bat the Godhead of the Father, of the 
Son, and of the Holy Ghoſt is all one + 


Holy Ghoſt. The Father Uncreate, the Son Un- 
create, and the Holy Ghoſt Uncreate, The Father 


Th Incomprehenſ ble, the Son Incomprehenſille, and the 
Holy Ghoſt. . The Father Eter- 
val the San Eternal, and the Holy Ghoſt Eter- 
nal. And yet they are not three eee but 
dne Eternal. As alſo there are not three Income 
= prehenſibles, nor three Uncreated ;, but one Unirea- 
ted, and one Incomprehenſible, So likewiſe the Fa- 
they is Almighty, the Son Almighty, and the 
Hoh Ghoſt Almighty ; and yer they ate not 


a 
e 


iure Almighties, but one Almighty. | So 


The — of Nice indicated. 25 


XXIII. Tet are they not intirely fo eparate, indepen ; 


£ united to the ſupreme God the Father, by a na- 
tural Dependance, conſtant Conſent, and ſubordi: 


. 
1 arg — 
— — — — — 


| N rk confounding the Perſens, nor dividing the 
95 For there is one Perſon of the Fa- 
ther, another of the Son, and another of the Holy 


*. 
— — — —— 2 — 
— — — 


Such 
as the Father is, 120 is the Son, and Tack is the 
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ile Father is God, the Sen 17 God, and. the 
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26 | 
| Holy Ghoſt is God; and yet they are not three Gods, 
but ons God, So 1 the Father is Lord, the 

% Ghoſt Led; and get | 
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Son is Lord, and the 
not three Lords but one Lord. 


The Chriſtian or Euſebian Doctrine here ſet down, are fo plain 
in the Form of Baptiſm uſed ever by the Church; in all the ancient 175 
reed, eſpecially in that brought into the Council of Nice by Euſebius, 
and univerſally approv'd therein; and even in the ſame as it after? 
Wards became the Creed of that Council, and for many Years after. 
ward; namely, that theſe Three are really, numerically and ſubſtan- 
tially different; but morally, and in conſent and operation One; that, 
excepting the ſtrange Language of that bold Heretick Tertullian, and 
his Followers on one Side; and that of the more notorious Heretieks 
the Sabellians and Marcellians on the other, I find no ſign of the 


preſent Athanafian Notions till many Years after the Council of Nice. 1 


Nor do I take this At hanaſian Doctrine to be other than the Sa- 
bellian Hereſy, artfully diſguis'd by Athanaſius. All the Ancients 
are known to have meant the ſame by sci and Vvarguns ; I mean 
the real Eſſence or Subſtance of any Thing; and they ever agreed 
that the Father, Son, and Holy Spirit were as well three in Eſſence 
or Subſtance, as in Hjpoſtaſis or Perſon, i. e. numerically three E 
ings; and tho' a very few Philoſophical Men had ſpoken dubiouſly 4. 
bout ſome more myſtical & Union or Unity between them than is here 
_ owned ; yet does it no Way appear that thty meant as the At hana- 
fians do; and it plainly appears that the Church in all its ancient = 
Creeds and Accounts of the Faith meddled not at all with fuch Ilma- 
_ gioationz; as not having then Ilcarned to confound the uncertain me- 
taphyſical Speculations of ſome Chriſtians, with the proper Faith of 


the Church, or the ſacred Doctrine: of Chriſtianity; as ſhe has now 


done for many Ages, lince the Days of Athanaſius. For here it is, 28 | 
I take it, that the proper Charge of Hereſy principally lies upon Atha- 
maſius and his Followers, L.. that when out of Oppoſition to the 
Arrans, they had advanced the Divinity of the Son and Spirit to a 
kind of Equality with the Divinity of the Father; and by Conſe- 
quence made way for direct T:s:he:jm, according to the moſt ob- 
_ vious Notions of Mankind; and yet durſt not own a Doctrine ſo 
contrary to the int ire Foundations of Chriſtianity ; They ventur'd a 
Step beyond the utmoſt Length of any former Hereticks, and were 


at laſt not afraid to ſay, There was one common Subſtance in all 


the three Perſons. They affirm'd, that the Father was God, the Son by 
was God, and the Hoy Gheſt was God, in an high and ablolute Senſe; 
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us an unintelligible Doctrine of a Trinity in Unity), and a Unity in 


Trinity to puzzle our Underſtandings, inſteadof the ancient Chriſtian plain 
Doctrines of the Father, the Son, and the Holy Spirit; of the great 
Creator, the merciful Redeemer, and the bleſſed Sanct ifier of Mankind, 


for our diſtinct Worſhip and Obedience. Now 2s to any laborions 
Proof that this was not the Chriſtian Doctrine before the Days, nay, the 
latter Days of Atbanaſius, I know not how to ſet about it in this Place, 


1 might almoſt as well ſet my ſelf to prove, that the Cas / an Pliflo- 


ſophy was not believed before the Days of its celebrated Author De Car- 


tes; or that the Circulation of the Blood was not generally owned be- 
fore its famous Inventor Dr. Harvey. For I think it not much leſs evident 
that this A- hanaſian Docki ine was the Invention of 4:hanaſius ; and 
that for theſe five plain Reaſons: Firſt, Becauſe: all the Learned do in 
a manner as well know whether any Book in Divinity was carlier or 


later than Athanaſiaus by this Doctrine, and the Terms belonging to 


it; as they do whether any Book in Philoſophy were earlier or later 
than Dr. Harvey, cn the very like Accounts. Secondiy, Becauſe at the 


famous Debates at and ſoon after the Council of Nice about theſe very 


Matters, there is not the leaſt Evidence of any ſuch Doctrines or 
Language then in the Church. Thirdly, Becauſe tis evident from 
Athanafſius's own large Treatiſe concerning the Incarnation juſt be- 


fore, that himſelf had then no ſuch Doctrines, nor Language; but 


that he himſelf held thoſe original Chriſtian Notions which are here cal- 


led Euſebianiſm. Fourthly, Becauſe thoſe ſeveral Steps ar:d Arts may fill 
be in g ood part traced, which brought in theſe Doctrines; and we may 


obſerve what mighty Oppoſition they met with upon every ſuch Step 
of their Introduction. And laftly, Becauſe thoſe very Men and Parties 
= which at firſt joined together againſt the groſs 4774s at the Council 
of Nice, did yet deſert and condemn the At hanaſians, all the way 
they went on to introduce this Hereſy of theirs So that I cannot but 
wonder the Learned are not able to fee that the primitive Church, till 
1 many Years after the Council of Nice, even while they were utter Ene- 
mies to the Arian, were alſa as utter Strangers or Enemies to the At ha- 
naſian Doctrines; All which Aſſertions are fully proved by all the au- 
= thentick Record: of the fame Council, moſt of which I have publiſhed 


in the enſuing Treatiſe. 
Collaries from the Whole. 


 (2.) Hence we learn how unjuſtly the Eaſtern Body of the Church 
> Which oppoſed the At banaſians, have been called 4r4ans, in all theſe 


Due Council of Nice vindicated. 27 
and yet that they were not three Gods, but one God; and fo were forc'd 
to obſcure all by a new Notion of its being a Myſtery. This was giving 


(...) Hence we learn what Oppoſition, and Party, and Faction can 
make Men do: While we fee the inoft pros and pa'pable Hereſy intro- 
du d under the Notion of oppoling another that was contrary thereto. It 
gappraring raced morally impoſſible that the Church ſhould fo ſoon 
hive gone into the At hanaſian, had it not been oat of Hatred and De- 
tdeſtation to the Arian Hereſy. 25 "EINER 


43 


Moy 31, 1713. 


| The Council of Nice vindicated. 
later Ages; I mean merely becauſe they would not run into the oppo- 


fite Extream; but would adhere ſtrictly to the moſt primitive Doctrines 


and Language in theſe Matters. 


( 3.) Hence we may learn in what ſenſe thoſe great Men Origen and 
Euſebius were Ar ians, viz. that they were unqueſt ionably againſt the 
At hanaſians, and for the Euſebians; but that they never gave occaſion 
to be ſuppoſcd favourers of Arianiſm, properly fo called; but the 
contrary. WP | | „„ 


{ (4.) Hence we may learn what Neceſſity and Advantage there is of 1 
a ſacred Rule of Faith and Practice among Chriſtians; and how much 
it concerns them all to keep cloſe to it; without human Hypotheſes 


and Additions ; and into what Confufions the Church immediately falls 


Wenn 


When it pretends to go into Philoſophy and humane Reaſoning in ſacred 


C5.) Hence we learn how eaſie tis fer a prevailing Party to impoſe 
upon Men in Matters of Religion ; and to put what Colours they pleaſe 
upon the honeſt, but injudicious part of Mankind. It having been al- 
moſt all along believ'd by the Church of late; that the Council of Nice 
Were on the Athanaſian Side, whereas it was plainly on the Euſebian. 
(6 .) Hence we learn, that both ſuch an Equality and Co eternity of 
the Divine Perſons, as implies Trithei/m, or any thing like it; and ſuch 
a ſmall difference between the ſame Divine Perſons, as makes them but 
Modes of Subſtance, or any thing like it, are intirely Unchriſtian and 
Heretical, even by the known Opinions of the Council of Nice. Nor 
is there the leaſt room to doubt, from all the original Remains of that 


Council, but both thoſe Opinions would, upon occaſion, have been 


therein univerſally condemn'd and anathematiz d. . 
̃ .) Hence we learn how great an Impiety it is fo profeſs ſolemnly | 
in the Church, as the Athanaſian Creed directs, That, Nhoſoever will 

be ſaved it is neceſſary before all Things, that he hold the Catholick 


Faith; (meaning this 4: hanaſian Faith before us;) that, Except every 
one does lep tt whole and undefiled, without doubt he ſhall periſh ever- 


laſtingiy: That, He that will be ſaved muſt thus think of the Trinity: 
That, In furthermore neceſſary to everlaſting Salvation, that he alſo 
_ Geliere riglihy the Tricarnation of our Lord Jeſus Chriſt ;(meaning the 


At hanaſian Faith about the Incarnation :) And that after all, 7% 3 


the Cathelick Faith, which except a Man believe faithfully be cannot 
be ſaved: Since it is in effect profeſſing ſolemnly, that, Except a Man 
vill forſale the old Chriſi ian Doftrines, even thaſe of the Council of 
Nice at ſe , concerning theſe moſt ſacred Matters, and will become an 
Athanaſian, he cannot be Javed. Which prodigious Raſhneſs and Un- 
cbaritableneſs together, I think, are hardly to be paralleled in all the 

Hittories of the old Hereticks, or in any Body of Men that ever pre- 
tended to Chriſtianity. As to which I dare make no Repriſals, but can 
only pray, Forgive them, O God, for they know not what they do. 
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y INCE it has pleaſed the moſt ſagacious and ſucceſsful Enquirer 
into the Works of God in the World that ever was; | and when 1 
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have ſaid that, every body knows I muſt mean Sir Iſaac Newton} in 


tze new and moſt accurate Edition of his Mathematical Principles of 
' Natural Phi/ofophy, juſt publiſhed, to give the World bis mcft ſerious 


and inmoſt Thoughts, or, the reſult of all his wonderful Reſearches 


into Nature, as to the great Author of all Nature, God himſelf, and 
his Unity, Supremacy, Dominion, and other Attributes; nay, to ſtate 
the proper Scripture Acceptation of the Word God, when apply'd to 
any other than the Supreme Being himſelf; the Miſtake about which 
has long been of the moſt fatal Importance; I think it not at all diſ- 
agreeable to my preſent Deſign, to conclude this Eſſay with the noble 
Paſſage entire in Engliſh, for the uſe of all, eſpecially of all wy truly 


Chriſtian Readers. It is in theſe Word:: 


This moſt excellently contrived Syſtem of the Sun, and Plangts, ard 
Comets, could not have its Origin from any other than from the wiſe 
_ Conduct and Dominion cf an intelligent and powerful Being. And 
in caſe the Fixed Stars be the Centers of the like Syſtems, they that 
are framed by the like wife Conduct, muſt all be ſubject to the Do- 


minion of One Being; eſpecially while it appears that the Light of 


the Fixed Stars is of the ſame Nature with the Light of the Sun; and 
that all theſe Syſtems do mutually impart their Light to one ano- 


ther. 


This Being governs all things; not as a Mundane Soul, but 23 
the Lord of all Creatures; who on account of his Dominion over them, 
15 uſually {tiled the Lord God, @a/Jorg/Top, or Supreme Governour 
of the Univerſe, For the Word God 1s relative, and has relition to 
| fubordinate Beings : And the Word Dezty imports the Exerciſe of that 


Dominion, not over himſelf, but over thoſe ſubordinate Beings. The 


Supreme God is an Eternal, Infinite, and Abſolutely Perfect Being: 
But a Being that is never fo Perfect, is not a Lord God without Do- 
minion, For we ſay, My God, Your God, The God of Iſrael; But we 
don't ſay, My Eternal, Tour Eternal, The Eternal of Iſrael; We 
don't fay, My Infinite, Your Infinite, The Infinite of Iſrael; We dont 
ſay, My Perfrct, Tour Perfect, The Perfect of Iſrael: Theſe Deno- 
minatiom of him having no relation to ſubordinate Beings: The Word 
God moſt frequently fignifies Lord; but ſo that every Lord is not a God. 

The Exerciſe of Dominion in a Spiritual Being conſtitutes a God: If 

that Dominion be real, that Being is a real God; if it be Supreme, the 
Supreme God; if it be fictitious, a falſe God. And the — a | 


30 AFFENDINX; 
the Exerciſe of real Dominion, by the true God, is this, That He is 3 
Living, Intelligent, and Powerful Being; ar it is the Conſequence of 
the teſt of his Perfectiom, that he is the higheſt or moſt perfect Being. 
He is Eternal, and Infinite, and Omnipotent, and Omniſcient : that 
is, he endures from Everlaſting to Brerlaſting, and is preſent from Infi- 
nity to Infinity; He governs all Things, and knows all Things that are 
done, ot can be known. He is not Eternity, or Infinity, but an Eter- 
nal, and an Infinite Being. He is not Duration, or Space, but he is 2 
Being that endures, and is preſent : He endures always, and is preſent 
every where; and by exifting always and every where, he conſtitutes 
Duration and Space, Eternity and ſnftmity. Since every Particle of Space 
__ exiſts always, and every indiviſible Moment of Duration exiſts every 
where, ti evident the Framer and Lord of all Things cannot exiſt ne- 
ver or no where, He is Ommpreſent, not only by his Power, but alfo = 
by his Subſtance: For Power cannot ſubſiſt without Sabſtance. All 
* Things are f contained and move in him, but without his ſuffering += 
thereby. God ſuffers nothing by the Motions of Bodies, nor do they = 
feel any reſiſtance by the Omnipreſence of God, *Tis well known, 
' That the Supreme God exilts of Neceſſity; and by the ſame Neceſſity 
does he exitt always and every where. Whence it is that ke is entirely like 
 bimlſelf, all Eye, all Ear, all Brain, all Arm, all Senſation, all Intelli- 
gence, Al Action; but this in a way not at all like Men, in a way not at 
all like Bodies, in a way utterly unknown to us. A: a blind Man has no 
Idea of Colours, fo have not we any Idea of the Modus, whereby God 
moſt wiſe perceives and under{tands all Things. He is entirely void of 
all Body and bodily Figure; and therefore cannot be either ſeen, or 
heard, or felt; nor ought he to be worſfiipp'd under any bodily Shape. 
We have the Ideas of his Attributes, but do not at all know what (he 
Subſtance of ary Thing is. We {ce only the Figures and Coluurs of 
Bodies, we hear only their Sounds, we feel only their outward Sur- 
faces, we ſmell only their Scents, and we taſt only their Savours; but | 
ve don't know their inmoſt Sabitances by any Senſation, or internal 
Reflection; and much lefs hive we any Idea of the Subſtance of Gd. 
We know him only by his Properties, and Attributes, and the moſt |: 
' wiſe and excellent Structures of his Creatures, and by final Cauſes; |. 
while we adore and worſhip him on Account of his Dominion. For a 
God, without Dominion, Providence, and Final Cauſes, is nothing elſe 
but Fate and Nature. And thus much concerning God; To diſcourſe | 
of whom, from the Appearances of Nature, does certainly belong ta 


: OE. Pen A TI Forget 15 
— N : N 2 a8 Acts. or 
. CY ' Ea, Ws.” 2 09 
Cr Egg > - GR EDN $1 NWS 
= 8 ö 


. ² Ä mw ̃ — . m̃ü—Cm Ä ˙ůùmmä̃ — ö lr ft ⅛ ⁰-l ̃— —— 


12 5 Experimental Philoſophy. is 


F This was the Opinion of the Ancients : Aratus] Let us begin with. 
Jupiter: Let us Men never leave off diſcourſing of him: For every 
Concourſe of People, every Aſſembly of Mankind, the Seas allo, and 
the Havens are all full of Jupiter. We ail enjoy the Bleſſings of Ju» |; 
piter: For we are alſo bis Off bring. Phænom. at the begin- 


; | July 6. 171 2. | 
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ning: Paul] That they ſhould ſeek the Lord, if haply they might feel af. 


ter him, and find him; though he be not far from every one of us. For 
in him we live, and move, and have our Being; as certain allo of your 
own Poets have ſaid; For we are alſo his Off spravg, Act. xvi. 27, 28. 
Moſes] Know therefore this Day, and conſider it in thine Heart, 


That the Lord he 35 God in Heaven abcve, and inthe Earth beneath; 
there is none elſe, Deut iv. 39. Bebeld the Heaven, and the Heaven 


of Heavens is the Lords thy Ged; the Earth alſo, with all that 


therein is, x. 14. David] Vit her ſhall 1 go from #hy Spirit? Or 


whither ſhall I flee from thy Preſence ? If I aſcend up into Heaven, 


thou art there. If 1 male ny Bed in Hell, behold thou art there, 


Pfal, cxxxix. 7, 8. Sulomon'] Wl! God indeed dwell en the Earth? 
Behold the Heaven, and Heaven of Heavens cannot contain thee ; 
| how much leſs this Houſe that I have builded? 1 King. vill. 27. 
Job] Is not Ged in the beight of Heaven? And behoid the height of 
the Stars how high they are! xxii. 12. Jeremiah the Prophet] Am 1 
4 God at hand, Jaith the Lord, and not a God afar ef? Can any hide 
himſelf in ſecret Places, that I ſhall not fee him, ſaith the Lord 3 
Do not I fill Heaven and Rart h, ſaith the Lord ? xxiit. 23, 24. 
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